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the Great Scandal Case.

MRS. TILTON'S FIRST SHOT.

It Causes Whispers All Kiuud tlie
Court Rocm.

SHE WANTS TO TESTIFY

Will the Judge and Bsecher's
Counsel Consent?

TILTON'S COMMUNE "WALK.

A Day Wasted on the
Question.

It vh a little crowd and a sleepy one that met
together at tuo opening of the proceedings la ttio
Brooklyn trial yesterday morning. Mrs. Field sat
next to Mrs. Tilton, who Has been abs«nt for
almost a month, ana next to tier sat Mrs. Oving-
ton. Just before the proceedings began a low
sized iady, very petite in all her proportions, her
race small, thin and worn, her hands small, her
voice sharp and shrill, and her dress a sudden
blaze of fashion, stood op and addressed herself to

tke Bench In a quick, nervous, uncertain tone. A

good many who did not Know her were puzzled to
discover what the little lady wanted. Was she
erazy Tor was her hnsband a Juror for whom she
was imploring mercy ? Judge Neilson compre¬
hended the situation. He caagnt the words that
the desired to Dave a note transmitted to the
Coflrt. The Judge, In his quiet way. In
striking contrast to the rapid and uneasy
manner of the applicant, ordered the note sent

¦p; then the little laaysat down amid murmured
whisperings around the court. It was Mrs. Tilton
who eame yesterday to court, as she ln:ormed the

Writer, without telling a single lawyer, and
banded up a written offer to tha Judge that, If it
fee permitted to her, she is willing to go npon the
witness stand and testify in Dehair of henry Ward
Beecner. The Judge, arter slowly reading tbe
note, which could hardly have taken up a ore
than twelve lines, folded It up slowly and replied,
speaking over in the direction of Mrs. Tmon,
.Tills will be deliberately considered," It was

thought the deliberation would occur durinsr the
recess, and that the contents or tbe document
would oe divulged In tbe afternoon; but as no

time could be had Tor this purpose It was con¬
cluded to let it lie over unt l to-day.

CONTEXTS OP THE N'OTB.
The note is believed to make substantially the

proposition tha:, as the qnestlou ft as been agi¬
tated of her being permitted to come forward as

¦ witness with the consent of boti sides, she de-
sir--a to state that on tier ide tbert is no unwill¬
ingness; that If caned sne will tell the troth at all
kazards. la court room gossip it is caid sne had
a keavy score to pay astainst her hnsband. She, in
other words, demands satis action, and if she can¬
not nave It in a court of jusucc will tell her storv
tkroogh the public press. Her manner yesterday
might be deeam belligerent. It wou'.d have been
easy enoagb on her part to lniorm the Judge,
wituout making the slightest theatrical dt-par or

Clving any publicity to the act she meditated.
Another theory is that Mr. shearman urged iter
to this coarse with a cons Piousness that Tilton
wooid «o all in k's power to preven her appear¬
ing. bat tbe defence would still have the creuit of
InMrpoeing no bar again* her. As an Irreverent
trtttc rem irked. "Its aa a game of biuff." The tree
lature of the letter w:il be revealed this morning,
kil toe blandishments of tbe press represent¬
ative* failed to stir the stern purpose of the
Jodge in not disclosing its important contents.

THE I IHOT WITXS9S
of the morning was Uerghaua, an arii-t, of Frank
Lealie's, a stout, fl rid Uermaa, with a bojI-
¦atnred look and a « and digestion. lie
(.ok some sketches of the Communistic pr >-

c ssion. He was toid tn«¦ min wa- Blood and
that woman Was Wood hail, aud he to* it
tor granted It was all right and a* pic¬
ture was a -ru.,- transcript. Lvarts, taking
ap tbe pioture and sca&ntuig closely the var>ona
Watarcs 01 which it wus made up, inquired. .w.o
¦ this woman here in toe corner w.th the baby in

her arms?" Ti.at waa bud en ugu .'or the a list,
where he bad to deal with so many adnlt figure*,
hat when it was asked hi:a "who was the bany*"

and ali tits audience had to laugh, and these
lit'-le pleasantries managed to len : variety to a

day which was unexceptiocai.y doll and wean-
come.

lUUUKLrr,
at the Arm or Woodruff A Robinson, wa recalled
la rebuttal Ue u .» atom, str n/-hc »ded man,
aad Truer, on li t exitnlnatiaa. aobstantiany
stated that tie vu r."ver informed b> Wtoiruff
tiatna charge againat iteec.ier, when tbe inter¬
view loon ulace tie'm n tnem. wan one of adul-
tary. "1 racy'* p ea for d^aerting Tilton wn tut
wben be u<l7du :ed against lieecher tbe coarse of
s4ultarr metead of one of Improper aolieltarions
*e thougnt mm'-lf Jostified in recalling bis pledge
to aland uy Ui:ti to a court af Jaattca. Evans ar-

ga»:d acainst ue admustoa of ttie evidence, lietch
laatsted and li.e court a.ion- .1 1% ao thru t'ie
anawereuol tnat he (ftoodmff) told Tracy tbat
niton's energe agam-i Bsecher one 0. aunl-
tary. to tbe l ,-tit of tins testimony It wonio ap¬
pear tbat Tracy knew ail ao. ut tbe charge 0 idu.-
torjr again*t Uee. Uer long before ha nude tbe ex
cue* to Tilton 0. quit tag bis caae to tale np witn
.aacbar.

rna waLt or t.-ie couatrsa.
A irreal ceal 01 time etill continue* to be taken

ap witb TUtooN wait in :be Commune proceasloa.
Wke'her be walked on bis to nook or oa t:n
haok or Jaiia Swioton * arm. or 1:: a carriage with
Mrs. Wood, u 1 r uer slater. Miss (Tallin, or on
baraeaacc or ta a wheelbarrow, all 'ela ruaa

away the da>s, boun ami minutes. 80 far toe
baianca of the evid ace ia in favor of Tilton, and
there u aaore to come.

A BUISK AND KKLtt gNTVO FIOifT
Mtween Ueacb and Evarta wound up the day as
ia admitting tr.e statement made by Tilton in tbe
pre a* Pee 01 Wooaruit and Tracy, regarding rue

¦abstautial charge maue by Tilton against
.eecber. it wn a goon r.aured flgat.very dlf-
lerent from nnnya previo is brawl, wnere nttie
mercy or considers) ion was shown on eiUer aide.

sRcaimaK aaita run air..
ibis is a near aample of snearmaD's croaa ex¬

amine. n of Martin, the witnese who aat ont on
tbe pia/.za ulkiug io Mrs. Tilton.
"Don't jou know, *>r thaf tie sar shine ne.er

ahmes In the ansde ».' "Don't you know,
air, that II the aan abinea at three o'clock
ia tbe afternoon it CHnat t shlue late <11
the eveaina " "Ana wkst aid j< j want ou*
.arra on toa piaiza ti the »un w.t n't <«n mn / or if
the beat w*< not hot4" -i an you tell tne ume
Without a watr or a clock*" an »ou tell ma
differ.nee oeiweea lun.i, time ..nd bed tlmef"
"If yon «ay y .u nave notnuig to do in tne oar
time then wuat do y. n do4" '.>' w flna.ir i will
aea yon, l>ae« tne sun shibe whsn tut mo-iu s ud»"

Pkort.E ix c Jim.
Jonn Soathwicii. stei n P#.u; Andrew*, Mar-

ray of nyaoiitn and Jo in Knstis, captaiu of tue
Wesievun crew, winner ol tut Bennett Cop at
aaiatoga iaat year re ;res*nt in court,

rns rviDK^ca.
Before the flr^ mine** of t.« da? was called to

take tbe atand a somr whut atultina .ucitten* or-
correa. which a' Gtoi seemaa is».y to nwakan
atraab the are it intereai iri ti e proc

Mrs. Tilton <ss seen to standi up fom .h' a at
she iifti been oec ip mg f>etweeu Mrs. Field *r. i
Mrs. Ovin^ton sml enrt»avor to address tne 1 :< ui t.
Aitar one or two effort*, lu w.ncn «ne failed to at
ti act Jadge »Vel!.«on'a at en ton. he lookea iaward
Mrs. Ti.ton a id laqutred. "v. tut is It r'
Mra lilton-j idge N -llson, i nave a comnium.

aation bare wbicnl oeg Vour flonar wiuread aioad
Mitre taa opeaiug ol me .eatloa.

Jti*NeH-ou.Mr. kTarts, will you see to that

l.r V m um"~1 00B>nmniiat:ou tst addressed to

l\ '<,u bsnded II letter to Mr. Kvurts, who
8** lit tt UJJto t lit? iiouch.

u

(""?.roarc uilv reading th> paper)
'r-I'teir 1S a lUlttter 10 Oo considered delib-

j lie episode there enJed, Mr*, lilton resuming
utl bu ll,

t ...
BERdHAfS IS JiriUtTTW..

10 Hodokou. a:i«l am an ar
ii->. io uu-tiated newspapi-rs;saw m<-commune
.*!. *:id " a<l« a nnetcfi or rif seoHfu jI
' U*'11,110,1 1,1 (juesuou tcle:itlin-(l; point-d
tut ilie figures intended to represent Mrs. Wood-
if.1 . '''"nit' i. <:Iur:iu and Colonel 1)1 od; 'lie two
women were oemud ne band pieceding tiie .skid-
more »,uarU; I'lood and Stephen Peart Andrews
walked »ith Miss ciaflin; did not see iiltou wftn
eituer 01 tnc wouieu lu ms nrot ession; ilie part
sketched oy Jiim occupied only u.out two blocks
in leuyth, including I lie centre of attraction iu
tlie parade.
_J'' u'r Kvarts.ire picture did not appear till a

rA" ."tr* pi-ooe.ilun uoic place; made the
.ketcn at tie time on paper, an! uiterward drew

it"51 W0«<1; the pic urs was prepaied from trie
sketches. and represented tiie pioc«sal»n as be
saw it; dm u. t »»e Mr. niton stall m tuo pio-

u.P.?.' wu* not P ',l,lve at t^e Uiue tnat he knew
i**r. imoxi.

,Q , _
11KNRY OTIS FOX

te-'ifled ti at lie vwis a primer lu the ofllee of the

ii'J ,'/t" H ' in ls'1 kUl-w vfr- 'I'llton an-i <; -neral

,7 ".?{BI|r,,f'',aw ,n« wnoieof 'he t onimunisrl

iu'J Sr, ftje proces-iou Haw Mr. Tlitou walk-
J? ' aIU' W|lb Joiin bwinton; Air. IX;ton

Rraari.lmf,°,nPa"'L'U, bjr aiiv. ,ady> saw General
ln «''-*rrla*e; believed thai two adies

t » u i? K beside mm "0 tue carriage.
io Mr. fcvaris.<jeaeral R.\an was not lUe:y to bo

mistaken for Mr. riltou by a person wio knew
domi , the genera! appearance oi tlie former was
not unlike lllton's: >aw Tntori several times .lur¬
ing me marcn always with Swintm: they were
home enrut liu uired fee't ln ilie rear oi the woruan
who carried tne r<» i 0 iir; fie was told it was Wood-
null who carried the red Hair.

William Force testified that he was a confec¬
tioner liungin Brooklyn; knew TUton s.v sigat for
many years; -aw the procession in Great Jones
street; mtou was walking with a gentleman at a
considerable distance iu tne rear of some women
one or wiioin was carrying a flan.

'

fo Air. ICvarts.Went to New ¥ork to see tbe
procession through curiosity; two other persons
were with lnui uii the occasion; both are no w dead

LAWHKSCE s. KANE
tpstiued that he reported tn« Communistic nro»
cession lor the sun and lollowed it over the wSSfe
route, he saw .Mrs. Woodhnil and Miss ciaflin
walking behind the colored troo s; .-onie im n
were witn inem. oue ol who¦«, he ni.ieveo whs
the old man who swept out Mr«.* wLoUUuX¦ n*"
vo,f uW a -V4n m a c»ftage witn i.'liono-

Mustt!i.ahn.Umb*r °.f Iidle* Wc'ro after

?eved"' t o.'ri OOJU'eiJ theQl 441 i"e lime ,na uo-

V. there were tweniy-tiree oi riiem*

Id«8't'i «?.?a I
waIKed nSfnt behind Ten-'

«!2 tlaflln- wt«o carried a red nair- ne
did not recollect seeing Mr. niton in' tii»
rrocessiun at ail; at that time he did Lot kn >w

niTr'h ia'VT(>r t(> Mr-Evurts the wlme staid
that ho had been engaged as a reporter at mis
trial during the last two we ks; one woman ln

Jiit procesMon cat rled a baoy ; ue believed thero
Wffe two carriages in tlie proce.H.-ion, one ol wtiici
cou aiued soni ladies wlios.- names he did not

«.?«»*:hht,.llau l0<'n k,,"wu General Uyau ior a lout'
tiuie, having o> en associated with him on a news¬
paper; he thought Ryan was about Uve feet eiunt
menus in Height; Ryau's hair was dark and w:uvv.
and ne wore it lon«; a Cuban gentleman wu> wiih
himin the carriage, but uo laol',s; he had not
examined ins report since it w,i« puoiished.

UlKODOaK H. HANKS
testified tliat he mas tu« marshal of the Com*
manistie procession; Mrs. Wood null and M;s<
Ciaflin walked a fer tne hkidiuore (iuard; thev
Mere sec mpaiiled by Colonel Blood, Mr. Audrews
aud Mr. West: Miss O.afliu carried a banner; Mr
ill on was nor witn the wom»n at anv t me: ne
wa.ked witn Mr. hwinton; about twen'y women
were present, and there were eight or ten car¬
riages in toe proce-slon; when the proce-sio-i dm-

5»S?*lln l!i,luD 8^a*tre he «f°t into a carriage
w°odHuil, Miss Ciaflin and colonel

ilu"d; ill ton waikeu past tne cirruge without
¦topping or speaxinir to any oue in it.

Io Mr. tvarts.Ue did not see Mr. Tllton till the
procession was disbanding; tbe red flan carried br
miss ci all in was not a large one; s.ia carried it
without tne aid of a belt.

JAMES w. s>tillma>\
a lawyer, teMifled tnat be had been personailv ac¬
quainted wrh Mr. ill run for Uve or s,x tt'ars-
never anew General Rjan; saw tne whole oi the'
proejssion ou KUtn avenue; knew Mrs. Woodbuil
and M.ss uiauin; thev were walking near the bead
o. the proce^si. n; Mr. rilton nas not with tLein.
A recess was tnen takeo.

_
Ak-rtK HECB3S.

uenry T. McMauus sworn.i reside lu the Eas;.
crn Ut-trlc oi ttrookltu; 1 am a printer: 1 nave
known Mr. TUton i y sigut ior the p.st ien years-
i used to see General Ryan during that time and
have recogmaed him as a new-p.per man: I »a<v
biiu in the R ssci procession. In about ihe midd e

or it; I also saw Mr. niton on foot in the piorei-eiuu
and ne was not more man three paces away from
ine; he uot in a carrisge: ne was arconuan:ed
by Mr. John .NWiut iii; l dia not sej ani 1-..1 s in
tut piocession; 1 judge i was in the iniudip of tbe
procession; i suw General i;yan in the i r cess on
una 1 oeueve tuere * 're twuiudu-s with mm in
a carriage, t&ouich I will not swear to tnat

Mr- tvarts-1 went to New
.1 #. J^'n. tl>,! 1 roe<?*»i«m occsu-n I >rmi,a-

tuized nitiilt; 1 work on a morning cat <-r a'id
having got np late, i did not join in the proce«£.on

j as soao as 1: expected 1 wou.d; I IoIdc: tin- dio-
cession at hourteenth strtet; at that time I did
, . t°n* '? any of tne organizations or divis¬
ions; I was in a different division hi.w Mr 'ni¬
ton; ray division ha- oenind Mr. niton's division .

the pro esm *n went up ^'uta avenue to Xnirr*-
fourth stre-t, crossed over irom ihirtv-iourm
s.i :et to MXih aveniiC i,nd tnen came down to
Fourteenth "'reet; I «aw General Ryan in -h- cai-
ria.e aiter tne proccs-i .n broke up; i »aw a iki»
wiiii a miniaiuie ied flag.
fhe -titnesa was here being rloiic y preyed iv

Mr. tkarts. Wimesj tsid-M* t»ar.i you r ave u

fc.eat reputati >u us a lawyer and l do no/ im» tr»
».e. in1" jour ciutclies; uut l have to av ik t tne
evidence as to Mr. TLtou Uanng -oout iu tne pro-
ces,ion was ram perjury; | .p«ke ro ^y wi»
aoout ti.ls matter, and sai j to ner tn.it 1 kn> iv tt o
.ta emcnta conceruitu Mr. liiton in tnat nroces-
Mon were des: she s^S it «as my autyu>ko io?-
ward aud contradict those lies.

»i>,«.
t*sti*ony »r ALiii:nr waktiv.

Albert Martin sworn-1 r<siiea> No. 1T1 Living-

f,i°tnS. L'« '*'r' os1 j n; l have been superintendent

met^e^u'r^
.at"ntwo#r in M.r-0v,nntf,a'«: » about half-
f . ? aiternoon; j tan - hip

i nn,D? iWa* tishered into tae parlor "where
i ^^oeral irjcy and He-»ie Turner-
I aent up «talrs to see Mrs. lilun- »»» r«'

"2!«-u wintr*.."fi1 aa « «"»»

Ti«. 5.. b*cl1 piazza, where Mrs
i

rem iinod a »out two hours:
General .racy remained m tbe purior with Be«ni
Turner irotn hau-past two intu live o'eiM?!
^vTnnllt? ' .'.Stinguisned tbe vo re*

'

snnw t i» V» !r0* Uessie 1 urner's ovidenc to

".T""¦b°ut ten minutes bei./re sno

G^. era ir irv r iJj?*c,tla*tlnK c®®raitl e tint

Tieiv w,tn rler. d Up°n D" #nrt ti"1 "n ,Dl^-

«^ir'b^utiMtlJ!ri.TESr ,ha J tneqies-

Mi. i.' ach.I have ^ome m«mory and inteid
gencc, sud 'herein I <;ifler from trie ,e irtied gentl.-
ma i. - me sensanon m eour:." earuta

di"rii.*Mva!.ni« H
" r*"rjr* Wbieh Wis not

r " ^ **' '"® reporter .' .il> >. s,,. ^r

" Ve?ch-a* fee' mm"' tt,e "'mark.

To ner; I could not near »aat ney'wera satiV'i*
I remained for t,;, at ^.r,. otm* on-. I? , V *'
s. ven o'cioca I to.a l^e ii?n«r Mound to

biorraj noose. Ia Monroe plac" ^^,,10^
y. I).d i'"«ve Turner *aiw to you in relerence to

th» tuae alter General Tracy leaf
0'>jec ed to.
The Jndge.Ton mar ask if he did save a eon-

Terj i ion, witnout giving ibe Conversi on.
Kxceytion oj Mi. r.rarts.
Witn ss.Ye*. and tft»t *ai the principal topic

of conversation afier General Tracy ie.t.
i ross-exarnmed br Mr. fJh-rsrrnaii.I have

lodged tor about a ye ir in Mr. Tilton'* house. ana
have resid- u tuer<* since January last; I igm. I
cobaittsd tne rntos tanoe or my testimony to vir.
Iiiuin about the time Resale iumer testified; t
ha . een at Mm. Our f ion, at Mr*. Tuton « id
vltatlon; I sal n tn ptaz/iin a rialr all tie
time; Mrs. lliton aieo on a chair; wnen I fl st
came into me par.or and saw uenrral iraey tneie
with Boss e mrner Mi *. niton cane i me up
a'airs, saying tae parlor was ocrnpieJ; I remained
up stair* aoont naif an t.our. it being very warm;
I know that 'be piazza is a warm place at ba.f-
jj.ixt two In the afternoon, but it l*
protected from tne son by a covering; L
t .Ina the house next door sets as a
pro ectloi against the ..in; I *»t on tue piazza sj
iooa because I Qa nothing to do; 1 went mere
ir< quenily out of ajmpatny tor Mr«. niton, at her
invitation; 1 did oot wok at my watch or at tne
clock: I know I was there more tnan two bums.
ibewDole or the a t*ruoon; 1 can judge t;.e t.me
oorwceu luncu time and tea time (Uugbter); we
had tea about six o'clock.

FRANinx woooncrr kk ai.i.et>.
frank.lu woodruff rrcalleo.On a lornuT occa¬

sion preMom to tue cftief Interview at Mr. Mom-
too's siuuy, I bad an Interview alone witb General
'itacy.

q. Writ did yon say to General Tracy In regard
to any charge against Mr. Ueectter f
Objected o ou wie ground that nutner Mr.

Woouruff im Mi. frief was a party to tne suit,
and ne inquiry eonid not be permuted in accord-
uuee wltn mo .un>» o evidence.
Mr. >.var t< ra..<i au nutiioi ity in support of h s

?n«tti«n hoI »ai<i timt iii>> point whicu tie muin-
nnpo was not that no rwiy naj ever said anv-

tiling aaaiust Mr. Bescuer. ont mat Gen'-rat
irac/ never heard niton cnargsi the larger o -

feuce. Whetner »*»jt>ody e:s«i in Btookivn toid
tot.n>i anour w at Mr. Tut' n sai l is not . . point,Mr. Kenya repiie t, asssrttLg u.e materiality of
ire evidouee. Mr. Tracy n*d *ut»*tantiaiiy ae-

clari'il tlia* lit* ):ti no knowledge of ttn* lact that
!!».. charge of uuu!tar> wu* ever made by Mr. TUton
uiiu ituus*. !>-",.!. rtihi *i en nil i:io witness at ami

.¦ :>ic mod taut us >tli e\wUsc Jot fiih obligations
in Mr. iut<>11. 1 iiey, tner«iwe, proponed to show
in.it in an iitt. rvi"¦! witn tno wituegs, in! owed <<j
tne c.iiti.ii .ltial interview between the same bhi-
tii inuii. li.ton, Tracy and Moultou, Mr. Tracy was
explicitly inioriuco oi tno cnarge made .»» Mr.
T ton. i'fv w aid siio* that alter that he had
continued his cpniiooiion and confidential rela-
t on" w"ii Tracy and Migtitou a* to tno events of
Hi scamlu:. Tney proposed I0 snow thai General
Tract, pt:or to the summer01 lhTi, wtiicli relea-ed
In in nora his proiessroual ooli^a lo is. well knew
and nmi i,'iiu i Iton's charges, wheu in the
languageot Mr. lieeelior

mm comb ro rnc uoitom facts
of till* ciwrgc tuut I'raetr well under,lood what
w.t in extreme aud crimlual character of the
accusation a^ani't Mr. Bee lier; Mil circumstance
rhev proposed to give tn con rauictlon of Tracy, in
order to snow tltat at itie time ol thin interview,
in the lull o. he well understood what was
tne exact nature of tins accusation; trial lie
knew wiiat Unas been since then, tne tame at
he does to-day. i racy'i attention nad been called
to 111 is f.ict.

Mr. Evarts In nis rejoinder sail that the grosser
charge >as uunnowu to Mr. lracy until tn« puo-
Ucatlou ol tne card m a N>w lurk newspaper,
charging Mr. Beecher with adultery. He argued
tne iuaiimisslbiiiiv ol the testimony as to wiiat
passed bet *eeu frieyand Mr. Woodrud. TUton
n.id denied tne charge of adultery, in 1ST J, to
Tracv, :ind lie did not eniarae the accusation to
tins c:t 'TLre till 1S74. Tnat was the snuauou.
Ju ij.c NeiUoO sun! lie thought sultitient lounda-

iii n to -how the relario s * xislltig between tne
parties had be<*n a11. Not that llr. Tracy Is on

trial, but tnat the oasis baa been laid to establish
it us competent.

y. Plea, o »taie, Mr. Woodruff, what Informal Ion
you uavs General Tracy in the interview Mfitu him
with relere.'ce to tiie ciiaisre against Mr. Beecher,
arm also what reieieuce to any communication
with recaid to money being paid Mr. Tlltou ?
Mr. Evarts objected to ttiat general lorm of

question.
Mr. It ach.Hid you sav to General Tracy at that

Interview.old you say ro linn, either in words or
in suns .nee, that Mi. Tiitou's charge against Mr.
Ueecner was ol adultery with Mr. TUton'* wile,
aud, if so, wtiat did ho say f
Mr. Evans objected to the question, but the

question was admit ed.
i he Witness.1 told liim
Mr. Evart .Answer merely "yea" or "no." The

question was, did you say that t
Toe witness.Can 1 say wuat I have the evl-

dui.ee iroin ?
Mr. Evarts.No, no.
Mr. Beach.You t an toll whether the charge was

adulterv. or in substance tnat.
'file witness replied tnat he was trying to ex¬

plain to Mr. Evarts.
Mr. Beach.I told you not to pay much attention

to am tiling Mr. Evans says: 1 Know you can't
belli lr, ne is auca a very seductive man.
(La i^r.ter.)

Cj. Did you In that interview sav to Mr. Tracy
that TUton had charged Mr. Beecher with anul-
tery witn his wife ? A. 1 did say »o to General
'1 racy.
T11K FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS ADVANCE BY MR.

llliECHKR.
uid vou say to Mr. Tracy that Mr. Beecher

hail advanced the sum ol' $500 for the use of Mr.
TUtou's amily, or in substance that ?

Mr. Evarts objected, as tbat did not come under
this question.knowledge of the heiuousness of
the charge. It w»« not collateral impeachment.
Mr. i; acli said ue w. uhl iu time get at iu (ion-

erai Trucy tuid denied that lie had said what bad
been cuatged on the ubject ol' tnat {500 aavauco
to Mr. lilton'a lainilv. i'uey wanted to prove
tuere was somo communications about monev i»e-
lore tliey could give ti e reiKction tUat Tracy
made about It. Counsel tneu read from tue testi-
mouy of General Tracy as to Moulton's having told
him he got {500 Iroin Mr. Beecher to put to the
benefit oi niton's larally. This line of testimony
could not be made the subject of collateral Im¬
peachment unless by extra Jadicial evidence.
But this |s not evidence ol that nature.
Mr. Ueacti said that at this interview on Sunday,

am< against tne evidence oi Moultou aud TUton,
General lracy had sworn tbat the only chaive
tneu made was or improper solicitations, and he
denies that the charge was sexual intercourse
between Mr. Beecher uud Mrs. Tlltou. They
would try to show that the charge then made was
of adultery.
A question of veracity was to be determined as

betweeu TUton, Moult'n aud Woodruff on the one
band, and Tracy on tne other.
Judge Neiisou.There is a large amount ol testi¬

mony in about money transactions, some oi wnicn
went to support .Mrs. Tliron auu other sums to
pay Bessie Turner's school bills. In tbat sense it
«H pertioeot, hat be didn't see how u was im¬
portant to »how Mr. Trac>'s opinion as to tne
worst mature ol the case.

1 tie Corn l Dually ruted that the witness could
aiisvter wuethe. he told Mr. Tracy tbat Mr.
Peecuer uad given $r>ou to Mr. Tilton's lamiiy, but
they could i ot go outside ol that.

ij. Well, Mr. WoodruO. aid yon tell Mr. Tracy
tuat ? A. I did give that lniormation.
Mr. Eviiru said they did not ubjeot to the ques¬

tion in that lorm.
r^. in mat conversation n Sonday old Tllton say

to Tracy tuut ue didn't make a cnarge of adultery
against Mr Beecner?
Ob;ec;ion *its made by Mr. Evarts. as he sup¬

pose! tee cou sel loruiKd the question from recol-
lecti. n. Mr. H« ach claimed he nan a ngut lo Oder
It as rebuttal and c >ntradictorv evioence. Mr.
Evaits read autiioritles ou itie subject ol the rules
i,f evidence neannir on this iiri* of examination.
Judge N'eiDon rnled that tue witness coulo only be
intenogateu to explain new matter introduced in
l.ns t a^e.

vir. Bea'b contended that they bal a right to
show that nt tuat interview be related the itct
ol the charge having been made of sexual in¬
tercourse, but wneti I'rac.ctiiiie on trie stand be
* y* it Is not true. He says that iil'on said to bun
nis wile 1*

AP PI RE A3 SSOW.
M'. Tracy.I -aid sue was a pure woman. Inere

was no; a -tord about snow n. my testimony.
Mr. lif.tCii.so mucn the better lor tno snow,
q. in tnat interview did Mr. Tliton, eitner in

wi>r<.s or in subMt .uce, in your hearing, say his
wile had not i* u guilty of adultery.that sue
was a pure woiuan t
objected lo by Mr. Evarts, who read trom the

evidence o! Mr. Tracy, iu which the latter re¬
counts the interview lie nad with Mr. niton,
wherein he asked hnu wiietuer ne accused bis wire
(Mrs. liitonj of adultery with Mr. Beecher and
luton said,

.'no; my win is a fvrk woman."
Mr. Beach replied, and »uid that Uencrei Tracy

bad tesLihed that lie does not reinemoer the
pnrase dogy oi Mr. Tlln>n. The counsel only
wan ed to know what had been said in sunstauce.

lo wirue-s. Well. sir, old tins occur, (lo the
Court.j But 1 can't ask the question without re-
lerring to the question wnicn nas been dented. Our
witnesses have denied that any sucn paper as tne
¦true s i ry" was ever read on that occasion.
Now. Mr. W o.iruir. du in.' that conversation or at
ar y time, did this occur eitnor lu suosuuee or in
words, did Mr. irac say to Mr. TUton "You do
not charge Mr. Bseclier ot adultery with Mr>. TU¬
ton," *n l did Mr. niton say "So* my wif« Is a
pure woman." A. ibaveno recollection; 1 don't
remember.

Mr. Ben a proceeded to scan the pages of the
offlcial report . f tue evidence of General Tracy
upon ttit^ point, when Jud^e Neiisou remarked,
"><iu an- taking so much evidence, I am not sur¬
prised that von can't b.td it." (Laughter).

14. Mr. Wo uruil. did anjijltig like tula eccnr in
language or in substance, did you hear Mr. niton
charging Mr. Bee< ner witn adultery and saving ne
couli prove It, and Mr. lracy saying to him 'With
viurwie. Mr. lllton " and Mr. Tilto saving.
"No, with another woman or otner women." Im>
you rememoer any thing of that ttnd? A. No,
in ti.inv tuat I remember.

Mr. Be.n h.Well, 1 guess that covers the wnole
of tins branch oi examination. 1 our Uonor, our
reco.iections rne counsel) differ as to wbetner Mr.
Woodr.i J spoke in nis mrect examination In re¬
gard to the "true siory."

Mr. Evarts.1 am certain he did.
Tne w.tnens.1 did.
Mr. -hearman. we wul cross examine the wit-

ness in tne momirr.
I ne Judge -aid, -Well, If the Jnrv are content and

in order to economize lino we win conclude with
this witness to-day."
Mr. Evaru said mat it might not b« agreeable to

the jury.
Judge yeiuon.They s re ail pleasant-looking men,

ao i I tnint tuev wia not onject to remain.
Foremau G iester caroenter.We are all willing

to to. Your Honor.
Juige Neiieoo. »ti. we are all wining 'o do that;

h'ii sre w»n witling to remain? I tuink we nad
netier cio-e tnis.
Mr. Evar s said, ' Weil, It Is not a question of

ten or nfteen minutes, our cro«s examination of
thp «l n»ss. It *ul occupy more time than that.
Mr. Ilea n humorously *utr(es'<'d as a ompro-

mi-e that the court make an order to ahut op Mr.
Everts f r having 'ake np so mucn of the time,
and tnat he be let out alter flr en minutes.
Ju ige Neiison.ine Court never makes an order

f at i; can't carry out. Oet ready, gent.emen, to
retire.
tne Court was then, somewhat reluctant!*, ad¬

journed.
MM. TTLTOS'S LETTER.

A reporter accosted Mr. Thoi^ 0. shearman, of
eooneel lor the defence, id Nick street, alter the
aljou n.a»ut ot the Court yesterday, and ro
queued from him a cop/ of the note handed to
Judiie Nei.«-.n \>j lira. Tilion. Mr. Si.earman
.aid i."l win oe unaole to give jou the contents
or purport of that paper, at trie ;uat»et is cntirel?
in the nanda of Jod^e Ne!i*on. Been tha mwjrors
did not know what was lu it, till arer the a Jou- n-
inout of 'Of* Court to-day." Mi.-5fiearu.au «*ll
teat ma letter wou.u uot 03 made puono till to¬
day.

NEW JERSEY CENTENNIAL COMMIS-
SIONEHfl.

Tne Sew Jer»ey Centennial Board of Commli*
sloners met at irenton jes'e.-day. Tua meeting
was called merely to periect an organisation. Mr.
S:\rn'iel t;. Brown was enoaen President and Mr. p.
T. Quinn, oi Newark, secretary. It wa« agreed ti.at
tii'; iuiEBf»er* .hooiduo to Philadelphia <jn Kriday
weelt and conlei witn tne Centennial i.ommis.

«r that cl j. witn a view to tne loraaln* of
an (B.i*i connection. Ko plaos ware Uiacoasel
or stracK out. and t>.« Boaid w.li bold ita next
tne'tiiu on «».! oj tne President, ine central
office waa located at Trenton.

THE COURTS.
Effects of Tainter's Specula

tiens with Bank Funds.

THE IHL MALPRACTICE CASE

Application to Release the Ac
cused on Bail.

Application was made yeaterday boforo Judge
Barrett In trie Supreme Court to admit Mine.
Annie lui 10 ball. The prlsontr was produced
uader a writ of habeas corpus. She la ac¬

cused o/ malpractice in causing tbe death
ol Mrs. Josephine Curtis. Uer counsel claimed
tnnt triero waa no evidence to warrant her de¬
tention, as under the lndicimout the dying testi¬
mony oi Mrs. Curtis was not admissible. Assist-
i-ut lilstilet Attorney Lyons opposed the motion
and allu'Jcd to the enormity of the crime. Alter
some argument Hie Court r^manoed the prisoner
until to-day for decision on the motion.
The examination in the case of John Morlarty,

of Muditon street, charged before Commissioner
Shields with passing a coutuerieit flve-doilar Treas¬
ury note, Known as "J lie Miles Ogleson Issue,"' was
held yesterday, but an adjournment was taken
until to-day, at iwo P. M. Morlarty states that he
received the bill irorn I'hiiip Roadie, living on

Madison, between Gouverneur and Montgomery
streets, who he says was last week appointed on
the police force. He states that Roache came out
of the house and hauded him the bill, with a re¬

quest to go and purchase some beefsteak for him.
Tii® hupreme Court, General Term, Judges

Davis, Brady and Daniels on the bench, on reas¬

sembling yesterday announced that decisions upon
cases argued at the March term wouid not be
rendered Until Friday.
The inutiou lor a bill of particulars in the

$6,000,000 suit against William M. Tweed was to
have been argued yesterday in the Supreme Court.
Chambers, before Judge Lawrence. Counsel, how¬

ever, were not ready when the case waa called,
and the argument was adjourned until to-day.

District Attorney Bliss was yesterday ques¬
tioned as to the statement made lu a despatch to
a Wesern paper that the government luteudcd to
use George Albert Mason, convicted in the April
Termof the United Slates Circuit Court of utter-

lng counterfeit money, as a witness against Pete
Mccarty and other members of the gang with
whom Mason was connected. Mr. Bliss usserts
that he has no kuowledgeof what tbe government
intend doing in the premises; but he will certainly
be sentenced bv Judge Benedict, and then he can

only be used as a wltnesa ait«r a pardon has n-
sued from tho Executive.
In the bult brought by Nathaniel W. Hooker

against William R Martin, Judge Van Brunt, before
whom the case was tried in Supreme Court,
Special Term, has decided that tbe taking of tbe
lands for Riverside Park operated as a foreclosure
of the mortgages pro tanto, and that the mort¬

gagees are entitled to collect the awards. He
holds, further, thut the Commissioners should re¬

port benefit and damage separately, and that the
mortgages should be reduced by the amount of
the award, Tne same judge also decided yester¬
day, in the suit brought by the executorg of
Cortlandt Palmer vs. Sophie A. Dixon and others.
that the plaintiffs are entitled to Jad-'Hisnt
01 foreclosure and sale of the premises described
In the complaint, unless the defendants pay
within some time to be specified in the Judgment
the balance found due on May IS. 1868, from Wil¬
liam P. Dixon tu Palmer, less tho amount col¬
lected upon tlie award for Riverside Park.
On tenalf of about 100 laborers who were

employed on Concord avenue and Denman place,
In the annexed district, and to whom some $5,000 is'

alleged to be due, suit waa brought before Judge
Curtis, ib Supreme Court, General Term, against
the (rlglnal contractors, ex-Judge Curtia and
James R. Angell appearing for the laborers and
Allison A Shaw tor ihe contractors. A decision
waa given yesterday in favor of the laborers and
aguiu.st thi as-igneea of the contract, Jaige Van
Brunt holding tnat a receiver should he appointed
to hold the funds due; that a releree should be
appointed to ascertain who the Jadgmeot and
original creditors are, and that after tne laborers
are paid, the sarplua, If there Is any, be paid to
the assignees of the contract.

A DEFAULTING CASHIER.
In February, 1878, Samuel E. Williamson waa the

owner of 466 shares oi tu® capital stock of tbe
Lake Shore and Michigan southern Railroad com
pany, and also of 300 shares or the capital stock of
the Cleveland and Pittsburg Railroad Company,
the certlflcatea for which stood in bis name. Mr.
Williamson attached blank power* 01 attorney to
aaid certificates authorizing toe transfer of tbe
esme to the name of F. L. Talntor, who waa then
casnler of tho Atlantic National Bank, and wno la
now serving a term oi imprisonment in tne Al¬
bany Penitentiary on a charge or being a de¬
faulter. He deposited the certificates and powers
of attorney with Talntor, as cashier, with
the view that the stock should be
sola and thu proceeds placed to lii»
credit with the bank. Afterward Mr. William¬
son instructed laluior to se l the stock at not iess
tuan certain *pecifi»d prices, iaintor caused all
the stock to be transferred to the books ol said
companies respectively, in his own name, and at
the same time sm rendered the certificates re¬
ceived irom Williamson and obtained new certifi¬
cates to the effect that he, as cashier, was tne
O'1 Tier 01 the stock. Upon tneee certlflcatea and
other securities he borrowuu $4o,ooo from K P.
Wallace A Co. Subsequently Wallace & Co. bor¬
rowed of Beimont A Co. $5o.t,oo, depositing
with the latter firm, among other ool-
la;eral securities the certlflcatea In question.
H aiiac® A Co. navmg beou requested 10 take up
this loan auplted t > 1 nomas K. M.iaon to pay the
same to B ¦.moat A Co., and rakt up the securities
l!i taeir hands. Mr. Mason did this, nut at the
t:nie not knowiug in wnose name such securities
stood. Mr. sisson subsequently sold Williamson's
stock at auction, when tile sain- wa» pur-
chaaod by It. p. Dunning. Bom Mr. M*»on
and Wailace A Co. having re.used to give
up the stock to Willfsm-on, tne letter began suit
for it# recovery. The case was triad before Judge
>au Btant, h idlog >ui^reme Court, Special Teim.
A decision was given in the case yes eroay.
the same being embodied in a lengthy
but clear aud comprehensive opinion.
Judge Van Krunt to ds that the simple question to
be determined is whether Wallace A Co. aud
Mason received the stock in good la.tn and in me
ordinary course of business. In cousloenn/ this
question lie Intimates that it is unusual for binxe
in tnie city 10 norrow money at tne rste ot two per
cent and pledge its assets as collateral. He tioias
tuat toe duuos 01 a caalner are restricted to tue
care and management oi tne property aud fiscal
concerns of the bank and tne conduct 01 ita busi¬
ness as a ban* In tne usual a<id oruiu.tr> way; tuat
the presMeui aud cashier 01 a bank aunot aas.gu
the choses in action ef the corporation to us
creditors as security for the payment of
a precedent deot without authority from
the B< ard 01 Directors; that Wallace A
Co. did t ot receive the stock in quest.on in the
ordinary courae of btislnes« and cannot oe pro-
tertto as txma fide holders; tuat it is no deiuuce
for Mason to say trial oe advmeed his money be¬
fore he s.iw the securities; that Ins whole connu 1
subsequent to the recclot 01 ttie stock snowed
that be acted entirely 111 the interest 01 Wauace A
Co.; tnat both Wallace A to and Mason must
answer to tbe plaintiff in damsircs lor tue Conver¬
sion 01 his stock; thai the claim ror damages
against tne Atlantic National Bank caunot oe sus-
talneu, and that the compiaiut, however, as
against the baud caonot be din mssed. oecause it
w«a a necessary Dai ty to the xcdou to reach the
stock itseii. tne title 10 wo.cn had passod throngn.
Tho pislutlff is, tnere ore, entitled to lecovar
against Waiuce A Co. and masou.

IMPORTANT DECISIONS ON APPEAL.
The JMii erlor Court, Oencrai Tarm, yeaterday, in

tae iuit orou/ht by JuDu Schreyer agaiaai the cltjr
lor balance di.e lor banding a achuolnouaa in tae
Tsn.ii warJ, affirmed me oroer permitting the

euy to amend ua an* war. The amendment u to
tne effect that the city la not renpoueliile for the
in<ieotfdn«;ei>, bat tne Hoard "I In»tf ucttou. woica
nove tne contra*:-, and at the Uoie wae acting in-
uejiend.*utiy of thu city.

In tae »uu nttinitit by Mr*. Worden acatmt the
Ouannaii Mutual Uie Insurance coiupauy tne
-ainc Court ncm ycatenla* mat the laat premium,
altnminn pud alter Wordcn'a death, waa within
tne time allowed b> the compi i): tn.it the anuir-
since o »ucn time cou.d not be conati oed into a
pTi- nal privilege, and that, thoreiore. the
juoi/ n(-ni in her lavor in the court beiuw muat be
affirmed.
Another Important declalon, although about a

trifling maiter, waa renaered jeeternay by the
aame com t. A Mr*. Lynch bought luine pro^arry,
ue Colombia Codeae crounae, in ma aeea of

wlilcli Ik a covenaat tb it the promi as luill not he
n-ecl for ii uiiiimc iir.iiu or lid iiipiii purposes.
TllefO I.H II letll entail" OlHcc Ii ltl» bli^HllK'Ut illKl
outside u kiwi. statin.; li <i orders i< r imin mir u -

ri'.fi'. el there. I'll I.Crff iHIHKM" til il|( ll I
that Hum wan an inirltigcm ir »; tin- covenant
Hie eed, ana iiroiiKnt -iih to compel Mm. Li nen
t.op:n u Mion to rtiiv sueii tatiin r "i of-It* lor
pmntiug. llie Court hold mat .1 wanton trilling a
matter to iter U|>'io,«1 d allow - tiie onuoxlous sign
to still iians; ou lie outer wall.

interestjn <; will c /¦>it
In July, 18T4. Dora Friedman, a wealthy Hebrew

lady, died, leav.ng an est,it" composed of real and
personal property of greit value. sue icit sin viv-

lng Her her husband. Mr. Morris Friedman, nnd
several minor ciiildren. 80oh 11 ter tier death a

paper purporting to be her last will was preseuted
to ttie Surrogate for protiate. Her husband con¬
tended that the alleged- win was a lorgerv on tne
grounds. ilrst, tout the allowed will w..s not signed
bv the namo of Dora Priedtuu.ii, hut had what
wm ai!ecr"Q as her mark affixed. Mr.". Trie 1 man
was a lady 01 superior education nnd was ablo to
write with laeiiliy in riu English an J nerni.ui
languages; second, tli.it the alleged will was
made on the l.<th day of Oct or, 18 In a law¬
yer's office. when at that time Mr*. Friedman was
supposed to bo lu tier dvinsf bed, and several
physlol&ns being in attendance, and third that,
the executor named H the aiiegt d will wa< a per¬
son distas elui to »n disliked tiv Mrs. Friedman
in her lifetime. It *a.s further 1-rated that Airs.
Friednun iold Dr. Von Klioeutug that slu: had
never made a will, a short lime uoiore her death,
atidthit siio never toll tier ltnsb.ind of havi sC
made a will. The examination of tne witnesses
Whs entered into before buipoaato Hutching*,
nnd during Its continual :o 11 deiault was entered
againsr. the contestant owing to the accidental
.osenoa 01 his attorney, Mr. Hiriuh. Amotion is
to tie made 10 open tiio deiault, ex-Judge Curtis
appearing tor tho'motlou ami A. K. Dyett in oppo¬sition. TUo argument is set down for to morrow.

THE TAYLOR WILL CASE.
In the m itter of the -cttlemcut of the estate of

James H. Taylor, Unitod States Assistant District
Attornor smith yesterdiy, lu the Surrogate's
Com t. made application lor the reserve of $110,000
of the funds th^rooi to satisiy nuy Judgement mat
may hereafter be obtained in the Unitod States
Court on the oitl 'inl oond of ox-l'o-tm ister Jone*.
which was executed ov Horace Greeley, Samuel
Sinclair and tne testator. Taylor. The chum ol
the government grows cut of ne defalcation of
one of the attaches of tlie Poet Office, ior whoso
peccadilloes Mr. Jones'sureties are supposed to
be responsible, counsel for tne estaie opposed
the application on tho ground th^t It would bo
time enough to mage the request when a judg¬
ment liail been obtained against tne sureties of
Mr. Jones. The ma' ter went over for a weev.

DECISIONS.
SUrriKMI. COURT.CHA.MBEB8.

By Sndge Lawrence.
Ball vs. The liudson River Kailroad Company.

Order granted.
Duuimor vs. King ; Hook vs. The Mayor, JcC..

Memoranda for counsel.
llollister va EngleUart..Motion denied. Memo¬

randum.
smith vs. Smith..Report of referee confirmed

and judgment 01 divorce granted.
SUPREME COURT.SPECIAL TERM.

By Judne Van Brunt.
Clemens vs. Kobinson et al.Complaint dis¬

missed, with co.- ts.
Feidman er al. vs. stemmler et a!..An examina¬

tion 01 the pleadings snows tnat this case must be
reierred.
May vs. Good; KrobDie: vs. Leslie; Loder vs.

Newman..Judgment ior plaintiffs, wltn costs.
Kamp v0. liami..Tne Court or Appeals have

dlsjx sed 01 the only questlou In the caso, and I
cannot reverse ihe r decision.
Lambert vs. Hope Mutual Lite Insuranco Com¬

pany..Demurrer overruled, witn costs.
Luhuiaier vs. PurcolL.Findings and decree

.igned.
ICeisey vs. Hegeman..Findings settled.
Hooker vs. Martin; Bruner vs. Meigs..See

opinion.
Houbre vs. Volkening; Palmer vs. Dixon;

Williamson vs. Mason ei al.; O'Rourke vs. Flno-
gau..Judgment for plaintiffs. See opinions.

SUPERIOR COURT.GENERAL TERM.
Bv JudgCH Sc igwicit and ^pelr.

The Atlantic and Pacific Toifgrapii company vs.
Barnes et al..Motion for reargument denied. Mo¬
tion lor leave to appeal to Court ol Appeals
granted. Opinion by Jud:e .-jedgwicl:.
McClaln, an infant, <tc , vs. \'un Zand!..Order

affirmed. with costs. Opinion by Judge Sedgwick.
Trustees 01 Columbia College vs. Lynch aud an¬

other..Judgment affirmed, with costs. Opinion
by Juuge Sjieir.
Horner and Another vs. Abom..Judgment

affirmed, with costs. Opinion by Judge >edgwick.
Mcquaue vs. Irwin..Judgment reversed and

new trial ordeied, with costs to appellant to abide
event. Opinion by Judge -peir.
Mccall and Ano'i:er vs. sua Muiual Insurance

Ccui.i.iuy..juuginent reversed aud new trial
ordered, with cu-ts to aiipellaat to aDide event.
Opinion by JoAge Hedirwlck.
smith vs. Frost..Kx eptions of defendant sus¬

tained and new trial order d. Willi costs to de¬
fendant to abide event. Opiuioa oy Judge ilpeir.
Brugs vs. nirtrtdge..Judgment atnrmea, with

Costs. Op lllou by Judge m d4Wick.
O'Suilivan vs. Hoberts..Judgment reversed;

both partus appeal: n--w trial ordered, wltn costs
to <tjidc event, opinion i>v Juage >peir.
Deicomyu vs. chainbcnain..Per curio order

auiriner. with c->sts.
Wi son ys. Ktng..Judgment afflrmed, with costs.

Opinion by Juiue ispe r.
Parsons et ai. vs. Linton ot al..Judgment af¬

firm: 1, w.tn c >sts. opinion bv Judge beUawlck.
Johoson v«. Wi.iiams..ludgm ni ufflrmed, wltn

Cons. Opinion by Judae Sedgwick.
Fairiax vs. New Vork Central a.id :iud-oa Btver

Rabr<>ad roiup.iur..ue-argumeu: ordered.
Armour vs Msli« ..order overrailn? demurrer

afllrmed, witli co is.
By cuuf Justice Moie-Ll and Juoges Curtis aud

spelr. .

Moodv vs. An lr»ws and another..Kxceptions
overruled i.n 1 Judgment ordered for the plaintitr
on t3o veidlct, with costs, opinion oy Judge
curt s.
Schreyer vs. The Mayor. Ac..Order affirmed,

witn cost-, opinion by tnier Justice Mouell and
Jud^e uriis.
Baldwin et al vs. Tallmadge..Judgment

affirme 1. with costs, opinion by Judge rtpoir.
oa>,iey vs. The Mayor, Ac..Judgment uillrmed,

wit'i c >st<. Ooinlou oy Ciiiol Justice ..loneil.
Weston and another vs. Ketoiiam aad anotner..

Mo.1 n tor re-argument denied, wltn costs. Opin¬
ion by Chid Ju-tlc- uonelL

tlogsn vs. 1. iimneer..Judgment affirmed.
Opinion br Jnd.-e ^jieb.

ihe ir?«id ni, Ac. of the Inn«ran:e Company
oi North America vs. Gardener.-Judgment
and order affirmed wltn costs. Opinion by Chief
Justice Month.

Kooerts vs. White et ni Judgment affir ned
with costs, and order modified, auu, a« modified.
aiMrmei wita costs. Ootnion by Chief Jus ice
Mon»-li.
Word en vs. 1 ue Guariian Mutual Ule lnsnranco

C iinpiiiy of New Voile. Judgment for plaintiff,
wita costs. Opinion by Judge curtls.

I>e peyster vs. Murphy..Judgment for plaintiff
on verdict wltn custa. op,ni <n by Cnief Justice
Hon ell.
Kldridge et a!, vs. strong et al..Order affirmed

w;tn coats, opinion b. judge Curtis; culef Justice
MoneU diaaennuir.

By Ju / s Gurus and Spel .

bander vs. Hoffman..Judgment and order
adirmed wltn cost*. .> union oy Jnage Curtis,
wireuian vs. 1 e Remington s wing Machine

Company order reversed, with coats to abide
the event, opinion 0} Judge < iirr;s.

ii» chlei Justice Mon 1 and Judge speir.
Aliaro vs. iMvidsoii..< rder affirmed, witn coats.

O. in.1 n t>y Judge -p' ir.
Hissoag (ii) guardian) vs. H irr..t)rder af¬

firmed. with c .st- opinion oy Chief Justice Mo-
n*u and Juuge sjpe r.

¦creaion com.spr> iu. vebm.
My J lUe >"<># WIClC.

White va. Tali.ulge..Counsel will an, ear at
CMierni irrni room on M ij 6, at half-past teo A.
M , for Mttlnine it <d 01 der.
Uockwi 11 c al. VH. m< (Govern et al..Caaa atttled

and ordered o., dig.
ity Jndr* Freed mnn.

Knnpp v-. Bergtiaus; ia;>? et a!, vs. Trice;
Wane Lie l.e>er..MotK.ua deuled, Willi *10
CMd
Ludlow v*. Bortlin..\iolon and extra allow¬

ance of Ave p.sr ueoi grained.
Uttu v». ».«.% Ddoia.. Motion gianted ai.o tlie

ftiatter cotnplMMd of atridkVBtut as irrelevant,
with $iocosts.
Manilla v*. Wi.itains. .Ueiendant's motion to

Vacate injunction la dauiud. Willi $10 coals,
ih mor.in mm.
Be rr rand v*. Carl..as hot h parties oi.ject to a

salt at the present term tne application is denied,
without prejudice to a renewal at sou* inture
time.
Morgan et at. vs. Robbing et al..Motion

granted.
Hiracli fa. Newman et al..See memorandum.
w.iv r*. tr /intt..Motion lor continuance oi in¬

junction letiipn ami temnornrv injunction dia-
Solvtd. »*ltii (10 costs. Mt'iuoi .iiidutu.
Cnapman vs. O'ttnen, sneriff, Ac..Memoran¬

dum.
K i.o* et a), va. Bangs et al..order settled.
w on vs. jac >0m ft al..Motion ounl-d, wltb $lo

Coaia. Menjoiuu luiil.
li chiei Jv-tlco Monell.

II mcks v». -tevenson e al..Case aattltd and
or<i'Te.i on AHi,
Kou v*. iioe..Case ordered on UU.
. COMMON PLEAS.EQUITY TEBM.

Bj Ju'Ue J. F. U.i 1/.
Beiiren ! v*. Mtenger ..iu igtnent lor defendant,

WUII OSIK.
Uucnuemter va. feifer ei al.; Arnold va. Co*r

. t ai..'Judgment lor plaintiff!.
Karie va. inomps /?..Julgment for defendant.
opinions In ea..u o. tne above cases wito ;be

Cleric o. Bfbitj.
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.

Before Judge suttiarland.
opisjtiya or the mat tebm.

Id lbs Court f General Sessions yesterday, be*
fort Jodao SulUerlund. tbs Mai Twin wan opened.

Hi* Honor Citv Judge Sutherland prestdiB/. 'b*

iiiauu Jury were sworn iu and eliar/ed l>rr fl> U)
the Judge. Mr. FrtiiicU 11. Aiuiuon was select#'
to act as foreman.
John Jacltsou pleaded Kill ty to au att'tnpt al

grand lurcsuy. The charge was that < n tlie l8tn
of April ho entered tlie ap;trtuieii'B of Ll'.zie
Vibrene, Nil. '233 ijju'n fifth avfuu ¦, and stols
over $23 A'ortii of we irini? apparel. II * wa- s->ut
to tlie State Prison for iwu years and s.x uioatHi.

II Try Norrls, wao, on the lvtti of April, iiole a

pleco oi silk, a counterpane and turae iluiiuol
Hviris ironi tne store of Jonniou .v Co., corner ol
Broadway and Twenty-second street, wiihre ue
wa* employed as a salesman, pleaded truiiiv to au
attempt at grand laicny. The sentence wjg ltn>
p tsontnt'iH in the State Prisou lor two \ears.
Joiiti Nelson, who was enargeu with burglar

lousiv entering the saloon oi Louisa Koekier, No.
118 Waiker street, on tae ulgiit of tlie istti of last
month, pleaded guilty to an uticmpt a' burglary
in tue third decree. Uno year lu cue State Prison
was the sentence.

COURT CALENDARS.THIS DA%
SL'PKKUii Couitr.t'UAitiiiiKS.Held by Judge La*

lence..Nos. 3. 5. »], 8. 16. 137, 140, 152, 160, l'J8, 170,
190, 228. 230, 248. -ill, J54, 257, 273. Call No. 278 Up
to and inciuoing 2d8.
Supreme Court.General Term.Held by

Judges buvis, L)auie s aiul Brady..Xoh. 81, 82. 83,
Mi).;, X7. 8J, 00, lie, 120. 121, 122, 123, 124, 123, 128,
132, 133. 131, 130. M'i, 137, 138, l.iU, 14).
bci'KKiie Couht.Special ikrm..Adiourned

unrii Monday, Ma* 10. 1873.
sirt'KKME.oi;»T.Cikcuit.Parti.Held bv judge

Donu!ltie .NoS. 1313. 11U3, 10U3, Dal, 1231, 27*3,
£43, 123., 1341, 1231, 2789. 1003, 13j3, 14o3, 134#, 2803,
1413, 1415, 1417, 1123, 1127, 1431. 1433; 1435. 1437, 1441,
1443, 1447, 14 4l», 1431, 1437, 1450, 14U 1, 1463, 1103, 14.7,
1400, 1471, llil'j. 1477, 147.1, 1481, 1483, 1483)*, 1*85,
1489, 1431, 14'Jl^, 1105, 14'.'7. 1'a.t 2.Held by
judjre Van Brunt..Son. 2.8, 1250. 1708, 1168, ioj,
1822, 2774, 080. 1401, 1414, 1424, 714, 452',, 14iiS.
1440, 1448, 1454. 1404, 1468, 117u, 1480, 132'i
1502, 2008, 27£8 Part 3- Held i>y Judge Barrett.-
Nos.211, :.31. 537, 1201, 12!)7, 1303. 1021, 1183, 29'J,
083, 35, 1373, 1387, 1213. 1311, 2701. 2576, S23. 837. 072

SIM'KBlOlt COLKT.TlllAL 1 Kim.Part 1.Held b»
Judge Curtis.- Nos. ls 07, 817, ioo5, loio, 1880, loo,
005, C81. 585, 413, 1883, 1J37. 1935, 1057. 957. Pari
2.Held by Judge Speir..Nos. 902, 1022, 1034, H3o,
1174. 1032, 1102>., 1104, 1100, 010, 400, 018, 1138, 428,
1102.
KUPEition Court.General Tkiim.neld br

C'lilei' Justice Moueil and Judges Preed mail and
SedgWlulC Nos. 0. 11, 12, 13, 14, 15. lli, 17. 18, 10, 20.
Supmuok Cot'iir.uU.VKitAi. 1'nitii.Held ny Judge

Van V'or.Mt..Nos. 22. 23, 37. 40, 19, 21, 24, 26.
common Pleas. iriai. Term.Port l.Held by

Judge l.oew..Nos. 28>i>£. 281 'a, 523. 209, lb4. 1408,
1205, 1382, 49, 1301, 1257, fc03, 1431, 624, 2340. 1'ari 2.
Adjourned lor the term.
Common Pleas.Gknkral Term,.Held by Cli1*f

Justice Daly ami Judges Kobiuson and Larre
more..No*. 91, 28, 91, 05. 08, 09, 100, 101, 103, 104,
105, 106. 107. 10?, 109, 110, 87b, 87".
Marine Court.ikial 1 bum.I'art 1.Held bj

Judge Gross..Nos. 2258, '2247, 1033, 2132, 2211, 2050,
1703. 386, 2261, 22(14, 2200. 2273. .275, 2277. 2278. Part
2.Held .v Joan JoachimMn..NM. 10, '.243, 435,
1302, 2134, 2270, 2280, 2282, 2281, 2284, 2288. 220<l, 2201,
2203, 2294. l'art 3.Held by Judge Alker..Nos.
33J7. .01»!, 3017, 027. 3>47. 1520, 3J03, 3001, 2397, 3202,
3335, 2561, 3381, 3372, 3384.
court of Uknkkai, t?EHSioN8.Held by Judge

Sutherland..lUe People vs. Tuonias Murphy, roo-
bery: Same vj. John Masliado, perjury; satne vs.
'llniottiy Madden, burglary; Same vr. Kicnard
ir»Tinirti fnlnntnni wnit aud b uterr; 8mm v*.
John Stewart, Pdouious assault and battery;
Same vs. Jennie Ste^ie, grand l irceny; s ime v*.
Alired W. Bridgemnn, grand larceny; Sain) vj,
Henry Downs, grauu larceny; Sfeiue va. Mark
Wallace, lalse proccnce.

COUET OF APPEALS.DECISIONS.
Alb ax v, Friday, April 30. 1876.

Below will be found summaries of soma interest¬
ing cases just decided.

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT.RATIFICATION,
Hemingtoii vs. I'«liiier..m isio deien.laut owned
p"Koc?.ester- and agreed to soli to plain¬

tiff lor )io,ooo. Deiendunt appointed an attorney
named Harris, who conducted tue negotiations by
telegraph. De.'oro delivery or tlie deed plaintiff
discovered an enoaniorancft which he wlsned da-
ducted from part paymeu.oi *6.ooo paid down,
lue »j,ooj was paid, auu r.so remainder of price
agreed upon, but with tbo understanding that de>
lenoant should pay the a»sessmeats when due.
D lendant refused to pay the assessment, unon
the ground mat the acceptance of the need
without covenant was a waiver of piaintiiPn
presumed nguis under the negotiations. riaiu
till claims thbt the acceptance of the price o. tna
property by deieudant was a ratltlcauon of las
negotiations witn the a;;ent Harris. Upon tri"
plaintiff was non-sulteu aud a m ttlon lor a new
trial denied. lhe plaintiff bas appealed irotn
tne judgin-nt of tue buprome court, and me Court
of Appeals have reversed trie Judgment ana or¬
dered a new trial, costs io abide the event.
BAVlNUg H tNK.i.KIUI1TS OP 1>KI'031T0R3.POItOEItY.
Appleby vs. trie Counsv Savings liank.-I'iainlfl

deposited with defenoant $m m. one Claritsju
abstracted the plain nil's pi.ss booe irom ills trunk,
lorged a receipt for toe money due thereon and
drew tue same iroin the nan it. Tne tnief
has not been lound. Defendants' bylaws
provided that possession of the puss boo* was
sufficient evidence o! ownership to autboiite the
payment of moneys due thereon. Tueru was
material uifTcretico iwten tuts lor^d sigufttufo
and tlie plaintiff's signature as written lu tue
signal ore nook oi <leiendaut. Defendants c airu
that havinir over 25,oou depositors it is impossible
tiiut tiio oiiicers of tue bank cuti rocojmzo tutua
all. lhe C»urt neid substantially this view oi tue
case and directed a verdict for deieudant. Upou
ap oal tnls ruling was sustained. Plaintiff bavlna
brougnt tus case here the Court nave affirmed the
judgment oi the Court belo*, with coats.

APPEAL T.I COUNTY COUltT.COSTS.
Bigaby vs. Warden..An action in the nature of

..tr.ver" Tor the conversion oi plaintiff's horse by
uofctKidtit. Pt.ilIIfur Ueiii'iD'Icd $lu() d&iimiiu.
Case was tried m the nrst instance oefore a jus¬
tice of the peace and judgment rendered in lavor
oi the plain tilt for tin- amount claimed. Defend¬
ant appealed irwin tills judgment to tue County
court, claiming that it should have been mora
lavorabie to mm A new trial was had in the
. '¦lUnty Court, before a Jury, and Judgment was
here rendered in favor of the plaititiff lor
|»3 88. Costs were taxed by the Cleric in
favor of tne plaintiff :»t $151 a, and plaintiff
entered judgment for |i«i 13 against
the defendant. Deieudant moved to strike out
the costs inserted aud clamed that the judgment
rendered In the County Court, d lug more lavor-
able to him by over $10 than the judgment »d
peaied from, he. tne defendant. was entitled to
cos's. This motion was denied and the taxation
i».V tue clerk affirmed. Defendant appealed to tna
»nprems Court. Tna apDeai was ueard and tlia
orcer of tne couuty Court, deuying ine motion,
was affirmed, wito $io costa. a resrgume'nt was
auoaeuueutly granted, and in lsT3 in . (ieneial
Term, sitting at Albany, reversed the order
of the County Court aud set aside the ad¬
justment of costs and tbo judgment as
entered, arm directed lhe cierit <m Cortlaud
county to adjust ine costs in favor of the deieud¬
ant and appeiiant, to duduct thereirom the dam-
aires awarded to tn? plaintiff iu the Couuty Caurt,
and that deieudant have execution lor tile ba>
ance. Defendant cutered Judgment against tlie
plaintiff or tne balance ol *>»i 41. Krom this entry
of judgment plaintiff aiuieaie i to tne Suprerna
Court. Judtrm nt was here ainrine I, with costs.
An iipueai wai subsequently a!io*eu to the Court
of Appeals and tins Court ha* now affirmed tna
Judgment of the fSeacral Term, with costs.

MALICIOUS PKOMRCtrriON.
Ileyne vs. Biair.An actiou for alleged damages

through maliciou* pro*ecutlnn aud iaise imprison*
rneut ar the instance oi tue defendant. Plaintiff
is a tneroiiant at Syracuse; deindant is a note
nroiter at tlie tame plsce. One AcKtriuauu. oi tna
same place, had been an indorser on plaiutiif's
?/i .\. Deiendant discounted two n>tes for plain-
iiffor |3 >o each. i»otii purpotted to ue indorsed by
A ..'Hermann. Deieudant say# he became convinced
t.ia: the iridorsement upon one of tneui was a

forgery. lie wrote to Ackermann, aud suoae-
<1>iaii11y took the note to a iiauK and sub¬
mitted it to the leiier, who pronounced
Die signature a probable forgery. Do euilant
¦wort ont a warrant and had piaiuriff arrested,
i unntiff was kept under ar est mi nignt. lu the
morning Ackei'mauD, being lound, ackuuwiedged
¦ ue Kenuiuaueas oi ua indorse nant «»d piaintid
was discnarveil. I'lalntiff claimed {j.ooodam ige'.
tpou triai ottipreme ' ourt) juuemeut was di¬

rected tor defeudaiM. L'pon appeal a new trtui
was denied and the nonsuit affirmed. Plaintitl
uppealci to the Court o« A >p.>ais, ami this Court
has reversed the judgment o tne tlenersi Term
and ordered a new trial, costs to aoido the event.
SPECIFIC I'KRPoKM ANCS, INPANT I RL'ST kSIAl'E,

TITLE io PKor'F.Krv, etc.
Hopkins vs. l!r»un.. Ihis was a controveray

aiisiuir out oi iiu argumeu' lor tne .-aie of certain
prio erty iu Morr.-aula. Westcncs er county, bj
tne plaintiff to ue deiendant. In 1W8 .Margaret
(iilleii. widow ..f i nomas ud.on, presented u (.ati-
tion to tue supreme Cuurt in winch ane alleged
tna_t see was married to said homas Ulllen iu

1857, and at tue time ?)f her tnari Uge was poase sad
oi some MAO, deposited in a navings oanK. lu U-ji
alio placed this won. y in the hands of her hu->baua
to purchase the property ior her. He pnrchase«
the orooerry witn ner money and tool
a deed in bia own name without net
knowledge or piriulssiou. Ue promise ! to bav«
tlie deed cnnactud so as to vest th*
title In her, bot died before he could take the n«-
co^sury ste s. Ine on v Oair-avlaw of sal 1 Ttiomai
Ciiien wns oue Ciuistophor liiilen, au Infant child
oi Ins deceased brother. The petitioner prayet
for an order directing the conveyance oi the prod
.rty in question by tue in ant to her. A guardian
ad litem waa appointed for tne Infant by in*
Court and too matter referred to a taferee n>«
ieierae reported ihereon in favor of Mrs. oilleo'i
title to tne property, and mo guardian ad litem
was dittctad to convey, on beiiail of the iu ant, to
the petit,oner. T.e plaintiff takea ilia litis
through Mrs. Oman, and the proeaadlnita
In uer oe.ialf are hero recited 'iai
de endant oojects to the title ou" e,!o groonds
that tne proceedings under th« pontiou wero
irreguiar, and tnat tne Infant aid in trust
for tne petitioner, had neon piopeiiy adjudicated
npoo aud decided: tuat the evideine a liniito?
hud* imPpowe-nto°«a V" uu,,rnian a" '"on
nan no poirti to waive o lection to it a mk
was asree upon w,n,out rn uon, and siibmiuad
to the Supreme Court (Brooklyn and loaameni

deiemfanl l'e"aerr''1 thereon against
this Mrainf it i i

tn# Lourt navo leversed

WitUo^t ooati «l»m»»sod tue yrocoeuiuga.


